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biomedical research agency in the 
world. In that capacity, Dr. Collins 
routinely works 100-hour weeks, over-
sees 18,000 Federal employees spread 
across 27 Institutes and Centers in 75 
buildings—mainly in Bethesda, MD, 
but also in Baltimore, North Carolina, 
Arizona, and Montana. 

Those numbers only quantify the 
NIH infrastructure. Their actual work 
is even more impressive. In fiscal year 
2020, the NIH awarded more than 50,000 
grants to more than 300,000 researchers 
working in universities and labora-
tories outside the NIH—in Illinois, in 
Minnesota, in Colorado, and virtually 
every State in the Nation. 

At the end of this month, after 12 
years, Francis Collins is stepping down 
as NIH Director. Thankfully, he is not 
stepping away from science. In a signa-
ture Collins move, the doctor is going 
back to his research roots, back to 
head a laboratory at the NIH’s Human 
Genome Institute, where he hopes to 
find treatments and cures for cystic fi-
brosis, diabetes, and other devastating 
illnesses. 

He has led NIH for 12 years under 
three Presidents, Democrat and Repub-
lican, making him the longest tenured 
head of the Agency since Presidents 
began selecting NIH heads 50 years ago. 

What distinguishes Francis Collins’ 
tenure as NIH Director, however, is not 
its length but his extraordinary ambi-
tion and record of achievement. My 
friend former Senator Barbara Mikul-
ski, who chaired once the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee, famously said 
that the initials NIH should stand for 
the ‘‘National Institutes of Hope.’’ 

As NIH Director, Francis Collins has 
worked tirelessly to live up to that 
ideal. 

As the Washington Post wrote, ‘‘He 
brought together scientists across dis-
ciplines and championed the hunt for 
biomedical advances in troves of data. 
He gave meaning to the promise of big 
science.’’ 

He embraced ambitious projects such 
as the BRAIN Initiative, a collabo-
rative effort to map the most complex 
organism on Earth, the human brain. It 
engaged engineers who had never 
worked on life sciences before, and it 
just might help unlock the mysteries 
of ALS, Alzheimer’s, and other diseases 
of the brain. 

He launched the Cancer Moonshot 
with then-Vice President Joe Biden 
and played an integral role in helping 
to make now-President Joe Biden’s 
dream of an Advanced Research 
Projects Agency for Health a reality. 

He created the ‘‘All of Us’’ Research 
Program, an effort to collect data 
about the genomic basis of disease 
from 1 million volunteers to advance 
our knowledge on how to cure it. 

He has been equally passionate about 
supporting the work of young sci-
entists, including women and scientists 
of color. The absence of women re-
searchers used to jokingly be referred 
to on research panels as ‘‘manels.’’ In 
2017, Francis Collins said that he would 

no longer speak at any conference in 
which women researchers were not fea-
tured. 

He made it a priority to minority sci-
entists and to make sure NIH-funded 
research addressed the health needs 
and historic concerns of communities 
of color. 

Nearly 7 years ago, I asked Dr. Col-
lins: ‘‘What does NIH need from Con-
gress to continue to achieve break-
throughs you envision?’’ 

At that point, the NIH had seen flat 
funding for several years. Inflation had 
eroded the number of research ideas 
they could support, and many young 
researchers were really questioning 
whether they had any future at the In-
stitution. 

Dr. Collins said simply: ‘‘If you can 
provide steady, predictable increases to 
our budget of 5 percent real growth 
each year, we can light up the score-
board.’’ 

I thought that sounded like a worthy 
goal so I enlisted my Senate friends 
ROY BLUNT of Missouri, PATTY MURRAY 
of Washington, and Lamar Alexander 
of Tennessee as partners. Senator 
LINDSEY GRAHAM and I came together 
and formed the bipartisan Senate NIH 
Caucus. 

With the determined leadership of 
Francis Collins and support of Senators 
from both sides of the aisle—listen to 
this—we have been able to increase 
funding for NIH by more than 40 per-
cent over the last 6 years. 

Some people say: Why should the 
taxpayers be paying for this research? 
Why not leave it to the free market; 
they make the money out of it. 

The answer is: The NIH funds the 
kinds of basic science that costs too 
much and takes too long for private 
companies driven by need for quarterly 
profits. 

One timely example: Years ago, a 
Hungarian-born American biochemist 
named Katalin Kariko had a hunch 
that messenger RNA—mRNA—could be 
used to instruct cells to make their 
own medicines or vaccines. The NIH 
funded this early research of this im-
migrant superstar when nobody else 
would. Last year, that research became 
the backbone of the Pfizer and 
Moderna COVID vaccines. 

One year ago yesterday, the first vac-
cine was administered, and more than 
450 million shots have followed in 
America since then. The majority were 
mRNA vaccines. 

According to a new study released by 
the Commonwealth Fund, the Amer-
ican vaccination program prevented 1.1 
million COVID deaths and prevented 
10.3 million COVID hospitalizations 
last year. Vaccines save lives, and NIH 
taxpayer-funded research made these 
vaccines possible. 

There are millions of people who 
have never heard of Francis Collins, 
but they are alive and healthy today 
because of the Human Genome Project 
and his ambitious agenda at NIH as 
well as the talented scientists he nur-
tured. 

He is an American treasure, one of 
the most important scientists of our 
time. As Dr. Collins prepares to end his 
historic tenure as NIH Director and re-
turn to his lab, I want to thank him for 
his tireless work, his good humor, his 
good advice, and great friendship. 

I also want to thank his family, espe-
cially his wife Diane Baker, a genetic 
counselor herself, who volunteers at 
the NIH Children’s Inn, where families 
stay while their sick kids are partici-
pating in clinical trials. 

And thanks to the thousands and 
thousands of dedicated researchers who 
have worked with Dr. Collins to realize 
his noble ambitions. 

Dr. Francis Collins, America is a bet-
ter place thanks to your singular con-
tribution to spare suffering and to cure 
the illnesses we face. I wish you many 
more happy years of discovery. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

SMITH). The Senator from Utah. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Mr. LEE. If confirmed as Deputy U.S. 

Trade Representative, Maria Pagan 
would be responsible for negotiating 
details of any waiver of the Trade-Re-
lated Aspects of Intellectual Property 
Rights agreement, also known as the 
TRIPS Agreement. 

I have concerns with Ms. Pagan’s 
nomination. Therefore, I intend to ob-
ject to that until the Biden administra-
tion has given me some basic commit-
ments regarding the administration’s 
position on waiving the TRIPS Agree-
ment, particularly related to some of 
the proposals being pushed by various 
countries. 

As a quick recap, the TRIPS Agree-
ment represents a vital element of 
international trade law protecting the 
intellectual property rights of U.S. 
businesses, individuals, and entre-
preneurs. Waiving the protection of 
these rights for COVID–19 drugs, vac-
cines, and treatments under the notion 
of some sense of international altruism 
will not advance a universal solution 
to the COVID–19 pandemic. 

Instead, any proposal to waive IP 
protections would create a disincentive 
for continued research, development, 
and distribution of the COVID–19 treat-
ments or drugs. That could mean fewer 
healthcare options and advancements 
as the virus continues to mutate into 
new variants with degrees of resistance 
to existing remedies. 

As always, anytime you weaken one 
property right, it spills over into other 
areas. We wouldn’t expect this to be-
come contained to the COVID–19 uni-
verse. 

Additionally, U.S. companies would 
be less likely to introduce their prod-
uct to WTO-member countries not en-
forcing IP protections. That could 
mean fewer options and less access for 
our neighbors, not more. 

Intellectual property rights provide 
the grounds for businesses to take 
risks in turning novel ideas into con-
crete goods and services. A business 
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that knows its property is secure and 
will not be surreptitiously confiscated 
by government action can fully engage 
in developing the innovation that 
drives markets. 

Today, in stating my objections, this 
is all I am asking for. I have no con-
cerns with this individual in par-
ticular; rather, with the authority that 
she might wield and the assurances I 
am wanting to receive from the admin-
istration on that authority, some as-
surance that this administration will 
not unilaterally wipe out intellectual 
property protections that have resulted 
in the vast majority of COVID–19 rem-
edies the U.S. currently enjoys and 
have also served millions of others 
globally. These are the things that are 
on the table. All I want is some assur-
ance from the administration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent, notwithstanding 
rule XXII, if applicable, at a time to be 
determined by the majority leader in 
consultation with the Republican lead-
er, that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider Executive Cal-
endar No. 547, Maria L. Pagan, of Puer-
to Rico, to be a Deputy United States 
Trade Representative (Geneva Office), 
with the rank of Ambassador; that 
there be 10 minutes of debate, equally 
divided in the usual form on the nomi-
nation; that upon the use or yielding 
back of time, the Senate proceed to 
vote without intervening action or de-
bate on the nomination; that if the 
nomination is confirmed, the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with to intervening ac-
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order to the nomination; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LEE. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, there 

has been an objection. Let me be very 
brief. We have a lot to do still tonight. 

As the new COVID variant surges 
around the globe and threatens Ameri-
cans here at home and millions around 
the world, the United States needs to 
do everything possible to get shots in 
arms, including having the right people 
in Geneva to find solutions to the 
availability and distribution of vac-
cines. 

COVID continues to be a deadly cri-
sis, and we should be working in every 
way possible to make sure that the 
Biden team has a group that can reach 
agreement on a TRIPS waiver and any 
other trade-based solutions. 

I look forward to continuing efforts 
to talk with my colleague from Utah. 
This is urgent business. We have to get 
it worked out. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. To reiterate here, all I 
want is some assurance. I appreciate 
my friend and colleague from Oregon 
understanding my basic concern here. 
It is not an unreasonable concern. All I 
want is some assurance from the ad-
ministration that it is not going to 
wipe out intellectual property protec-
tions. That wouldn’t be right. They 
know it is not right. They give me 
those assurances, we can move on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 6256 
Mr. RUBIO. I think this is an issue 

that has been talked about. There is a 
lot of interest in it and rightfully so. 

In China, even as I speak to you now, 
human beings working as slaves be-
cause of their ethnicity and their reli-
gion, Uighur Muslims, are in factories 
making products that people will buy 
this holiday season and throughout the 
year. 

I think it would be shocking to most 
Americans. I think it would be shock-
ing to all of us to know that even as I 
stand here now, there are products in 
this very Chamber in the Senate that 
were touched by and made by the 
hands of slaves. It is a horrifying, hor-
rifying human rights situation—fully 
sanctioned, as we now know, by the 
Government of China, the Communist 
Party of China. 

We know this, by the way. The New 
York Times had access to these docu-
ments for a long time—and they were 
finally revealed—that show that this 
plan to use slave labor went to the 
highest levels of that Communist 
Party. 

I think it is also appalling that it re-
veals the level of dependence this coun-
try has and the need we have to rebuild 
our industrial base in this country and 
in allied nations. It is appalling be-
cause it is a fact that we are so depend-
ent on China in our supply chain, that 
many have asked us to look the other 
way, to not complain about this, to not 
pass a bill about this because it would 
disrupt supply chains, when what they 
really mean is it would disrupt the bot-
tom line, their profits. 

I don’t need to explain to anybody 
how this works. You can make a lot of 
money if you don’t have to pay your 
workers or you pay them very little. It 
allows you to undercut your competi-
tion. 

So the fact that we have major 
American corporations and, for that 
matter, national corporations and mul-
tinational corporations that are mak-
ing money, whose profits are driven by 
the fact that slaves are building and 

making the materials they sell to us, is 
a horrifying reality. 

We have worked on this in a bipar-
tisan way for 2 years, and we have, for-
tunately, now reached a point—and, as 
you recall, I was here 2 weeks ago ob-
jecting to an amendment package on 
the NDAA to force action. I want to 
recognize Congressman MCGOVERN, our 
House counterpart, and, obviously, the 
junior Senator from Oregon, who is 
going to speak in a moment here in the 
Senate. It has been a bipartisan effort. 

We passed legislation on this last 
year. Differences between the House 
and Senate kept it from becoming law. 
We passed it unanimously out of the 
Senate earlier this year, but there were 
differences between our approaches. 
And since that time, where the amend-
ment packet was objected to on the De-
fense bill, the House has passed not one 
but two versions of this bill. 

We are now in possession of one of 
those two versions, and it is a version 
that doesn’t have any objections here 
in the Senate either. 

I wish we didn’t have to pass this 
bill. There have been some in the hall-
way who have suggested—I don’t know 
if the right word is congratulations, 
but commenting on how far we have 
come. And my argument is that this is 
nothing to be happy about because, 
even when we pass this bill, there will 
still be people working as slaves. 

I wish that this did not even exist, 
but it does, and we must address it. So 
we are now virtually just a couple of 
moves away, and it may not happen 
today, unfortunately, for reasons you 
are about to learn unrelated to this. 
But we are a couple of moves away 
from being able to send this to the 
White House for the President to sign 
and for it to become law. 

I think it would be a powerful state-
ment to make but also impactful. A 
bill that says if you make things—if 
you are a company that makes things 
or sources material—from these parts 
of China, you are going to have to 
prove that slaves didn’t make it before 
you can bring it into this country. And 
I hope that if we can do that here, that 
other countries around the world will 
follow suit. 

If I may, Madam President, I wanted 
to yield to the junior Senator from Or-
egon, who has worked side by side with 
us on this and has been a key part of 
this, to issue his comments on it as 
well. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I join with my col-
league from Florida, Senator RUBIO, in 
calling out genocide in China. It is a 
terrible term describing horrific acts in 
which humanity assaults humanity. 

Just 7 weeks from now—7 weeks from 
this Friday—there is going to be the 
opening ceremonies of the Olympic 
Games in China, and there is going to 
be fancy dances by minorities from 
across the country. And China will be 
saying to the world: See what a beau-
tiful country we have, with all this di-
versity, including people from Xinjiang 
Province, the Uighurs. 
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Behind those fancy performances in 

the opening ceremonies, there is a 
very, very ugly truth. That ugly truth 
is that the Chinese Government is com-
mitting genocide against the Uighur 
population. More than a million 
Uighurs are enslaved, and they are 
enslaved to produce products for the 
world for the profit of China. 

And I don’t think anyone in America 
wants us to be complicit in genocide by 
buying these products. That is what 
this bill is all about. 

It is to say: Companies, when you 
produce things in Xinjiang, make sure 
that the supply chain is investigated 
and is untainted by these horrific acts. 

This is bipartisan. This is bicameral. 
This is the best of the American spirit. 
And so I strongly, strongly support 
passage of this act. We passed it before. 
As my colleague just mentioned, we 
passed it unanimously. And now we 
have a version that has been worked 
out with the House version. It is ready 
to roll. 

So, colleagues, let’s get this done as 
a powerful statement of where America 
stands on human rights, a powerful 
statement that we are against geno-
cide, a powerful statement that, when 
it comes to these human rights prin-
ciples, we stand together—Democrat 
and Republican, House and Senate. 

I extend my appreciation to our col-
leagues in the House, Congressman 
SMITH and Congressman MCGOVERN. We 
all worked together on the Congres-
sional-Executive Commission on China. 
We held a series of hearings to under-
stand better not just the horrific acts 
that are occurring in Xinjiang but also 
horrific acts that are happening in 
Tibet and Hong Kong. But this bill fo-
cuses on the genocide against the 
Uighurs. Let’s get this done. It mat-
ters. Let’s act now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, as if 
in legislative session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
immediate consideration of H.R. 6256, 
which was received from the House; 
that the bill be considered read a third 
time and passed; and that the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut. 
Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, re-

serving the right to object, first, let me 
thank the Senator from Florida and 
the Senator from Oregon for the really 
important work that they have done on 
the underlying legislation. 

It is of critical importance that this 
Senate stand together, Republicans 
and Democrats, against the ongoing 
genocide that is occurring in China 
today. 

And I will say that, despite all the 
news about division in this Chamber, 
the coming together around China poli-
cies, the coming together between par-

ties over the course of 2021 with respect 
to the threat that China presents to 
the United States and the global world 
order and the threat they present to 
human rights, both domestically and 
externally, I think, is important. 

I support the underlying legislation, 
but I also want to make sure that we 
have the personnel in place that can ef-
fectuate the policy. Good policy occurs 
when the Congress steps up and hands 
the executive branch a tool that they 
can use, but we need craftsmen who 
can effectuate that tool set. 

Pending on the calendar today, I 
would argue, are over a dozen nominees 
who would be in charge of imple-
menting policy in and around China: 
the Assistant Secretary for Inter-
national Organizations; the Assistant 
Secretary for Near East Affairs; the 
Assistant Secretary for Population, 
Refugees, and Migration; Ambassadors 
to Bangladesh, Brunei, Japan, Sri 
Lanka, Vietnam—all pending on the 
calendar today. 

But perhaps the three most impor-
tant nominees who will implement the 
policy that Senator RUBIO and Senator 
WYDEN are bringing forward today are 
these: first, the nominee to be the Am-
bassador to China, Nicholas Burns; the 
nominee to be Assistant Secretary of 
State for Economic and Business Af-
fairs, who would oversee this new pol-
icy, Ramin Toloui; and, lastly, the Am-
bassador at Large for International Re-
ligious Freedom, obviously critical to 
the plight of the Uighurs, Rashad 
Hussain. 

In particular, Ambassador Burns is 
uniquely qualified for this post, having 
been Ambassador to NATO and Ambas-
sador to Greece. At his hearing, he 
made clear how he would view the Chi-
nese behavior in Xinjiang Province. He 
said the PRC’s genocide, its abuse in 
Tibet, its smothering of Hong Kong’s 
autonomy and freedoms, and its bul-
lying of Taiwan are unjust and must 
stop. 

Having an ambassador in China in 
place, having an Assistant Secretary of 
State for Economic and Business Af-
fairs, and having an ambassador work-
ing every single day on international 
religious freedom, hand in hand with 
this new legislation, gives the tools 
and the legislative authority necessary 
to get the United States moving to-
ward the right side of human rights in 
China. 

So with that, I would ask the Senator 
from Florida to modify his request to 
include the following request. 

I would ask unanimous consent that, 
notwithstanding rule XXII, if applica-
ble, at a time to be determined by the 
majority leader, in consultation with 
the Republican leader, the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nominations: Executive 
Calendar No. 525, Nicholas Burns, of 
Massachusetts, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China; Calendar No. 
626, Ramin Toloui, of Iowa, to be an As-

sistant Secretary of State (Economic 
and Business Affairs); Calendar No. 619 
Rashad Hussain, of Virginia, to be Am-
bassador at Large for International Re-
ligious Freedom; that there be 10 min-
utes for debate, equally divided in the 
usual form on the nominations en bloc; 
that upon the use or yielding back of 
time, the Senate proceed to vote with-
out intervening action or debate on the 
nominations in the order listed; that if 
a nomination is confirmed, the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate; that no further mo-
tions be in order to the nominations; 
that the President be immediately no-
tified of the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the modification? 

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. RUBIO. Reserving the right to 

object, as modified, that would mean 
the passage of the Uighur slave labor 
measure, which has unanimous sup-
port, and would put us on the precipice 
and on track to confirm nominees— 
Ambassadors to China and important 
Secretary of State posts and also the 
Ambassador for International Reli-
gious Freedom—I would have no objec-
tion to that modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
quest has been modified. 

Is there objection to the request as 
modified? 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, let 
me just say at the outset, I strongly, 
strongly, strongly agree with my col-
leagues—Senator RUBIO and my friend 
from Oregon Senator MERKLEY—that 
the United States has to fight genocide 
and the scourge of forced labor taking 
place in Western China and elsewhere 
around the world. 

As the chairman of the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, one of my special 
priorities—one that we worked on for 
quite some time—has been to tackle 
this issue of forced labor. It goes back 
to work that Senator BROWN and I did 
in 2015 to close an unjustifiable loop-
hole that allowed an exception to the 
ban on products made with forced 
labor. Not only is it morally abhorrent, 
it is also a major trade rip-off that un-
dermines American workers. 

On the Finance Committee, we be-
lieve that the Senate needs to look at 
every opportunity to protect good-pay-
ing American jobs and help workers 
and their families get ahead. That 
means that the Senate has got to be 
prepared to tackle multiple challenges 
at once. 

Right now, the urgent issue for so 
many American families is the poten-
tial expiration of child tax credit pay-
ments on January 1. Families received 
their sixth child tax credit payment 
today. It could be the last if this body 
does not act. 
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Families have come to depend on 

these payments to cover the essentials 
like rent, groceries, heat, and clothing 
for their kids. 

Just recently, I was home in Oregon, 
and I asked people what they spend the 
child tax credit on, and they said: 
‘‘Ron, we spend it on things like 
shoes.’’ 

And in our part of the world, it gets 
cold; it gets wet. We are not talking 
about luxury; we are talking about 
shoes for children. 

Food insecurity among families 
dropped by about 25 percent since these 
child tax credit payments began. Child 
poverty has been cut nearly in half. 

This program, in my view, is like So-
cial Security for kids and vulnerable 
families. We never let Social Security 
checks for vulnerable seniors lapse. 

For anybody who questions how valu-
able this program has been to Amer-
ican families, I want to just very brief-
ly touch on a few messages that we 
have gotten from parents in a cross- 
section of communities across the 
country about how the child tax credit 
has helped them: 

A parent in Kentucky: ‘‘It helped me 
with fuel for my car and provided me 
enough to buy my daughter a few 
things she needed.’’ 

A parent in New York: ‘‘It’s helped 
take the burden off our family. My hus-
band lost his job during COVID but 
since found another job, but the gap of 
the job loss was heavy.’’ 

A parent in Alabama: ‘‘I was able to 
buy my daughter her school clothes.’’ 

A parent in New Hampshire: ‘‘It has 
helped me tremendously especially 
when school was starting.’’ 

So the message from American par-
ents, from sea to shining sea, is the 
child tax credit has been vital to so 
many American families and lowering 
the cost of raising a family, ensuring 
they can provide that basic level of se-
curity all children deserve. 

So at this point, I would ask, would 
the Senator from Florida modify his 
request to include the adoption of my 
amendment that is at the desk to ex-
tend the child tax credit for 1 year and 
pass the bill as amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the further modification? 

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. RUBIO. Reserving the right to 

object, as I understand this further 
modification, it would say let’s take a 
bill that is meaningful on an important 
global issue, something—an important 
human rights issue that everyone here 
supports, that we can pass right now, 
today, and send it to the President and 
he can sign it tonight or tomorrow 
morning and it becomes law because 
everyone supports it, using this process 
we are using here, and in addition to 
that, set up votes on two nominees and 
an Assistant Secretary, at a time when 
speech after speech out here has been 
about how we are not getting to these 
nominees and Assistant Secretaries—so 

we can do all that but only if we add to 
it something that has bipartisan oppo-
sition; that, no matter what, at least 50 
people here are against. It cannot pass 
unanimously, and even if it could and 
it did pass, we would have to send it 
back over to the House, not to the 
President, and the House isn’t even in 
session until January 10. 

That doesn’t sound like a good ar-
rangement to me, and it is something 
that I would have to object to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Is there objection to the original re-
quest? 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I lis-
tened carefully to my colleague from 
Florida, and because of his objection, 
there isn’t going to be an opportunity 
for the Senate to take two bold steps 
tonight. 

I already indicated—made it very 
clear—that I am completely sympa-
thetic to my colleague from Florida, 
my colleague from Oregon, to the fight 
against genocide and forced labor. 
They got me at ‘‘hello’’ on their propo-
sition. 

I also feel incredibly strongly—in-
credibly strongly—about our vulner-
able children and our vulnerable fami-
lies who are going to be cut off from an 
essential lifeline unless the U.S. Sen-
ate acts. 

And, unfortunately, because of the 
objection from my colleague from Flor-
ida, we are not going to have a chance 
to take two bold steps tonight. That is 
what I am for. That is what I believe 
the American people are for. 

You bet we are against forced labor. 
You bet we are against genocide. But 
we also have had a long tradition of 
standing up for vulnerable kids, vulner-
able families, and tonight we could 
have obtained two bold objectives here 
in the U.S. Senate. 

I think it is unfortunate that my col-
league from Florida is unwilling to do 
that. Vulnerable families are going to 
be hurt as a result of the objection. I 
just want the Senate to know there 
was another way. There was another 
way we could have stood with the ef-
fort to deal with genocide and forced 
labor and protected families. They 
weren’t mutually exclusive. We could 
have done both. I think it is unfortu-
nate the Senate is not doing it. 

I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I 

yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
CHINESE POLITICAL PRISONERS 

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, in 
1948, the world came together to adopt 
the United Nations Declaration of 
Human Rights to declare with one 
voice that every single person on Earth 
is ‘‘born free and equal in dignity and 

rights.’’ They declared that ‘‘no one 
shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, 
detention or exile’’; that ‘‘everyone has 
the right to freedom of thought’’ and 
everyone has a right to ‘‘freedom of 
opinion and expression.’’ 

This is Yu Wensheng, a human rights 
lawyer based in Beijing. His rights are 
being denied to him because he is arbi-
trarily detained after being arrested 
for exercising freedom of expression 
and freedom of opinion. 

Yu has a history of ruffling feathers 
in Beijing. He is known for criticizing 
the Communist Party, for supporting 
the ‘‘Yellow Umbrella’’ movement for 
rights in Hong Kong, and for taking on 
politically sensitive cases. Beijing has 
retaliated by destroying his legal ca-
reer and making it impossible for him 
to practice law. 

Yu Wensheng has been in Chinese 
custody since January of 2018 because 
he dared to publish an open letter call-
ing for political reforms, such as hold-
ing fair elections. 

The day after he published that let-
ter calling for fair elections, law en-
forcement officers, including police and 
armored vehicles, confronted him while 
he was walking his son to school and 
forced him into a police vehicle on sus-
picion of ‘‘picking quarrels and pro-
voking troubles.’’ Police had no regard 
for his son’s safety at that moment. 
Authorities later added the charge of 
‘‘inciting subversion,’’ a charge often 
used against human rights advocates 
and typically carrying a sentence of up 
to 5 years. 

Two years would go by before Yu was 
allowed to speak to his wife; 2 years be-
fore he was allowed to speak to his son; 
2 years before he was allowed to meet 
with his defense lawyers. During those 
2 years, he was secretly tried and con-
victed. In June of 2020, he was sen-
tenced to 4 years in prison—all without 
any defense lawyers present, without 
his family being even informed. 

He suffered greatly during this incar-
ceration. He was beaten up by a group 
of inmates and sustained injuries to his 
head. His right hand suffered nerve 
damage—damage that occurred in a 
previous detention—and is now shaking 
so violently, he can barely use it. He 
has had to learn to write with his left 
hand. 

His appeals have been denied. He was 
sent to serve his sentence in a prison 
600 miles away from Beijing despite re-
peated requests from his wife that he 
serve out his sentence closer to home 
so his family could visit. 

That type of action is the exact oppo-
site of the U.N. Declaration of Human 
Rights, that declaration that no one 
should be subjected to arbitrary arrest, 
detention, or exile. This man was sub-
jected to arbitrary arrest, detention, 
and exile simply for expressing the 
opinion that there should be fair elec-
tions. He is not alone. 

Today, I will also highlight a Chinese 
journalist. Her name is Haze Fan. She 
worked in Beijing for Bloomberg, cov-
ering global business issues. Before 
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